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Abstract

The process of acquiring a foreign language is a sophisticated neurobiological undertaking
that extends far beyond simple vocabulary memorization. This article explores the Neural
Mechanisms of Speech Processing and the Impact of Cognitive Constraints on Language
Learning, examining how the structural and functional architecture of the human brain influences
linguistic proficiency. By synthesizing contemporary research in neurolinguistics and cognitive
psychology, the study investigates the critical roles played by the prefrontal cortex and the
temporal lobes in decoding non-native phonological systems. A primary focus is placed on the
declarative/procedural model, which explains the transition from conscious rule-following to
automatic language production. The analysis reveals that the effectiveness of this transition is
frequently hindered by specific cognitive constraints, most notably the limitations of working
memory and the metabolic costs of inhibitory control. As learners navigate the competition
between their native language (L1) and the target language (L2), the brain must exert significant
neural effort to suppress L1 interference, a process managed by the anterior cingulate cortex.

Furthermore, the paper addresses how neuroplasticity diminishes with age, leading to
cognitive bottlenecks in adult learners. These biological restrictions are often exacerbated by
environmental stressors that trigger the limbic system, further obstructing the neural pathways
essential for language encoding. The findings suggest that traditional pedagogical methods often
fail to account for these neural realities. Consequently, the article advocates for a brain-based
instructional approach that prioritizes the reduction of cognitive load and the enhancement of
implicit learning mechanisms. By understanding the neural bottlenecks of speech processing,
educators can design interventions that align more closely with the brain's natural processing
capabilities, ultimately improving the speed and depth of foreign language acquisition in diverse
learner populations.

Keywords; Neurolinguistics, Speech Processing, Cognitive Load, Working Memory,
Neural Plasticity, Foreign Language Acquisition (FLA), Inhibitory Control, Neurocognitive
Barriers.

AHHOTaIUs

[Ipomecc  oBmameHUsT HMHOCTPAHHBIM  SI3BIKOM  TIPEICTABISICT  COOOM  CIIOXKHBIN
HelpoOuoaoruyeckuil mpouece, KOTOpbIii BBIXOJUT JalleKO 3a PaMKH MPOCTOr0 3allOMUHAHUSA
CJIOBapHOTO 3amaca. B 1aHHOH cTaTbe UCCIEAYIOTCS HEHPOHHBIE MEXaHU3MBI 00pa0OTKH pedun U
BIMSIHHE KOTHUTUBHBIX OIPAaHMYEHUH Ha HU3ydyeHHE Ss3blKa, a TAKKE aHAIM3UpYeTCs, Kak
CTpYKTypHass W (YHKIHMOHAJIbHAS apXUTEKTypa YeIOBEUECKOTO0 MO3ra BIHUSET Ha YPOBEHb
JMHIBUCTUYECKON KommeTeHIMH. IlyTem cuHTe3a COBpPEMEHHBIX MCCIEJOBAaHUN B 00JIACTH
HEWPOJIMHITBUCTUKH W KOTHUTHMBHOW TIICHMXOJIOTHMH, B paboTe H3ydaeTcs pelarmas poib
npedpOHTAILHOW KOpPbl MU BHUCOYHBIX J10JIeH B JEKOAMPOBAHUU HEPOJHBIX (DOHOIOrMUYECKHX
cucreM. OCHOBHOE BHHMMAHUE YAEIACTCS [EKIApaTUBHO-IIPOLEAYPHOH MOJENH, KOTOpas
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OOBSICHAET TMEepexoJl OT CO3HATEIbHOTO CJIEJOBAHUSA IpPaBWJIaM K aBTOMAaTHYECKOMY
HOPOX/IEHUIO peuyd. AHalu3 IMOKa3blBaeT, 4TO 3((EKTUBHOCTU 3TOro Iepexoja YacTo
NPEMATCTBYIOT CHEelU(UYEcCKre KOTHUTHBHBIE OTPaHUYEHUS, B NEPBYIO OYEpPEAb — JIMMHUTHI
paboueil mamaTu U MeTabOJMYECKHe 3aTpaTbl Ha MHIMOMTOPHBIM KOHTposb. B mpouecce
PEOAOICHUS] KOHKYpeHIMH Mexy poaHbiM (L1) u nenesbim (L2) si3pikaMu MO3r BBIHYXKJEH
npuiaraTh 3HAuUTENbHbIE HEHpPOHHBIE YCWIUS Uil MojAaBieHus uHTeppepeHuun L1 —
Mpouecca, ynpaBiasieMoro nepeaHen MnoscHou kopou. Kpome Toro, B cTatbe paccMaTpHUBaETCs
BONPOC CHIKEHUS] HEUPOIUIACTUYHOCTU C BO3pacTOM, YTO HPUBOAUT K BO3HUKHOBEHUIO
«KOTHUTUBHBIX Y3KHX MECT» y B3POCIBIX yYAIIUXCS. DTH OMOJOTHYECKHE OTpPAaHHUYEHHS YacTo
YCUJIMBAIOTCSA 3KOJIOTMYECKMMHU CTPECCOpPaMHU, KOTOPbIE aKTHUBHPYIOT JTUMOHUYECKYI0 CHUCTEMY,
JIOTIOJTHUTEIBHO OJIOKUpPYS HEHPOHHBIE ITyTH, HEOOXOAMMBIC MJIsi KOJUPOBAHUS S3bIKA.
[Tonmy4yeHHble pe3yiabTaThl CBUIETEIBCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO TPAJAULMOHHBIE IE€laroruyeckue
METO/Ibl YaCTO HE YYMTHIBAIOT 3TH HEHPOHHBIE peaiuu. B CBSA3M ¢ ATUM aBTOpPHI BBICTYHAIOT 3a
UHCTPYKTUBHBIM IOJXOJ, OCHOBaHHBIH Ha paboTe MoO3ra, KOTOPBIH OTIAAEeT HPUOPUTET
CHI)KCHMIO KOTHUTHBHOW Harpy3kd U COBEPILIEHCTBOBAHUIO MEXAHM3MOB HMILIUIIUTHOTO
oOyuyenus. IloHumaHue HeHpOHHBIX OapbepoB OOpaOOTKM peuyd IO3BOJUT Iefaroram
pa3pabarbiBaTh METOAMKH, MAaKCUMaJIbHO COOTBETCTBYIOLME €CTECTBEHHBIM BBIYHUCIUTEIbHBIM
BO3MOXHOCTSIM MO3ra, YTO B KOHEYHOM MTOT€ MOBBICUT CKOPOCTb M TIJIyOMHY YCBOEHUS
MHOCTPAHHOTI'O S3bIKA y PA3JIMYHbIX IPYII Y4alUXCsl.

KiroueBble cj10Ba; HEHPOTUHTBUCTHKA, 00pabOTKa peun, KOTHUTHBHASL Harpy3ka, pabouas
naMsTh, HEUPOIIACTUYHOCTD, YCBOCHHUE HHOCTpaHHOTO s3biKa (FLA), HHTHOUTOPHBIN KOHTPOIIb,
HEWPOKOTHUTUBHBIE OaphEPHI.

INTRODUCTION

The acquisition of a foreign language is widely regarded as one of the most challenging and
complex cognitive tasks the human brain can undertake. Historically, linguistics and pedagogy
approached language learning as a purely social or educational endeavor, focusing on methods of
instruction and grammatical taxonomies. However, the emergence of neurolinguistics as a
dominant academic field has shifted this paradigm toward a biological understanding of how the
brain decodes, stores, and produces non-native speech. The central problem in foreign language
acquisition (FLA) is not merely the lack of exposure or motivation, but rather the structural and
functional constraints of the neural architecture itself. This article explores the Neural
Mechanisms of Speech Processing and the Impact of Cognitive Constraints on Language
Learning, ' arguing that successful acquisition depends on the brain's ability to navigate the
tension between established neural networks and new linguistic data.

Speech processing involves a sophisticated network of brain regions, primarily the Broca’s
area in the frontal lobe for production and the Wernicke’s area in the temporal lobe for
comprehension. In native language processing, these networks operate with high efficiency and
low metabolic cost due to years of reinforcement during the critical period of development.
However, when an individual attempts to learn a second language (L2) as an adult, the brain can
no longer rely solely on these automated pathways. ? Instead, it must recruit additional resources

! Frontiers in Psychology (2024). Neuroplasticity and the Aging Brain in Second Language
Acquisition. Full Article

2 Bialystok, E. (2023). Inhibitory Control and the Multilingual Mind. PMC Research
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from the prefrontal cortex to manage the declarative memory system. This shift from implicit to
explicit learning represents the first major neurolinguistic challenge, as the brain struggles to
convert abstract grammatical rules into procedural habits.?

The core difficulty in FLA lies in the existence of "cognitive bottlenecks"—limitations in
the brain's processing capacity that prevent the seamless integration of new information.
Specifically, the working memory acts as a restricted gateway; if a learner is overwhelmed by
complex syntax or unfamiliar phonemes, the cognitive load exceeds the brain's capacity to
encode the data into long-term memory.* Furthermore, neural interference from the native
language (L1) creates a constant state of competition. The brain does not simply "add" a new
language; it must actively suppress the L1 to allow the L2 to emerge. This requirement for
inhibitory control places an immense burden on the executive functions of the brain, leading to
the rapid fatigue and "mental blocks" frequently reported by language learners. A significant
factor addressed in this research is the decline of neuroplasticity. As the brain matures, the
myelination of neural pathways increases, which stabilizes the native language but reduces the
flexibility required to adopt new phonetic nuances. This biological "hardening" is often
compounded by the "affective filter"—the emotional and psychological barriers that trigger the
limbic system. When a learner experiences anxiety or stress, the amygdala signals a threat
response, diverting energy away from the prefrontal cortex and effectively shutting down the
neural centers responsible for language production.’ This interaction between cognitive
constraints and emotional interference explains why many learners reach a plateau, often referred
to as fossilization, where their linguistic progress halts despite continued effort. The primary
purpose of this study is to bridge the gap between neurobiological theory and pedagogical
practice. By identifying the specific neural mechanisms involved in speech processing and the
cognitive constraints that hinder them, this research aims to provide a scientific foundation for
"brain-based" learning strategies. Understanding these challenges is significant because it shifts
the blame of "failure" away from the student’s intellect and toward an understanding of
biological limits. The study seeks to answer how instructional methods can be modified to lower
the cognitive load and how digital tools might be utilized to stimulate plasticity in adult brains.
This article is structured to provide a holistic view of the neurolinguistic landscape. Following
this introduction, Chapter 2 provides an extensive review of existing literature, focusing on the
development of neurolinguistics and the specific role of memory systems. Chapter 3 outlines the
methodology used to analyze cognitive and emotional factors among a cohort of foreign
language learners. Finally, the findings are discussed with a focus on their educational
implications, offering a new perspective on how to design curricula that honor the brain’s natural
processing capabilities rather than fighting against them. Through this investigation, we hope to
demonstrate that while the neural barriers to language learning are real, they can be navigated
through a deeper understanding of the mind-brain connection.

LITERATURE REVIEW AND METHODOLOGY

3 Rustan, A. S., & Hasriani, H. (2020). Language Learning With Neurolinguistic Programming.
PDF Download

4 National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI). Executive Functions and Cognitive
Load in FLA. PMC Archive

> ResearchGate (2024). The Neurolinguistic Approach (NLA): Principles and Teaching
Strategies. Publication
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The evolution of neurolinguistics has shifted from early aphasiology to a dynamic study of
healthy bilingual brains. Early foundations laid by Lenneberg (1967) argued that language is a
biologically determined faculty with a specific "critical period" for acquisition. Modern
scholarship has expanded this, viewing the brain as a plastic organ capable of reorganization well
into adulthood. This development has allowed researchers to move beyond simple localization—
associating Broca’s or Wernicke’s areas with specific tasks—to a network-based understanding
of language processing. A cornerstone of current literature is the Declarative/Procedural model
proposed by Ullman (2001).° This model suggests that the lexicon (words) is stored in
declarative memory (temporal lobe), while grammar is managed by procedural memory (basal
ganglia). In foreign language learners, there is often a "declarative reliance," where even
grammatical rules are stored as facts rather than automated habits. Morgan-Short et al. (2012)
demonstrated through brain-wave patterns that as proficiency increases, the brain shifts toward
native-like procedural processing, though this transition is frequently blocked by cognitive
constraints. Baddeley (2003) identified working memory as the primary bottleneck in speech
processing. For L2 learners, the phonological loop is often overloaded by unfamiliar sounds,
leaving little "bandwidth" for semantic decoding. Furthermore, Abutalebi and Green (2007)
emphasize the role of inhibitory control. The brain must suppress the dominant L1 (native
language) to produce L2, a task that consumes significant neural energy and leads to cognitive
fatigue. This study employs a mixed-methods approach to identify the specific neurolinguistic
challenges faced by adult foreign language learners’. The design is built upon the Neurolinguistic
Approach (NLA) framework developed by Netten and Germain (2012), which distinguishes
between "internal grammar" (implicit competence) and "formal grammar" (explicit knowledge).
By combining qualitative interviews with quantitative cognitive task assessments, the study aims
to map the correlation between cognitive load and linguistic performance.®

The study involved 60 adult learners (ages 20—45) enrolled in intensive English and German
programs. Participants were divided into two groups: "Beginning" and "Intermediate." The
research environment was controlled to minimize external stressors, though specific "stress-test"
scenarios (timed speech tasks) were introduced to measure the impact of the affective filter on
neural retrieval.

Data was collected using three primary instruments:

1. Working Memory Capacity Tests: To measure the phonological loop efficiency.

2. Linguistic Interference Assessments: Using "Stroop-like" tasks to evaluate the efficiency
of inhibitory control in suppressing L1.

3. Self-Report Anxiety Scales: To quantify the emotional factors that trigger limbic
interference.

The analysis focused on identifying "fossilization points"—areas where synaptic
connections to incorrect L2 forms become solidified. Following the theories of Paradis (2004),
the data was analyzed to see if errors were a result of "declarative interference" (knowing the
rule but being unable to apply it fast enough) or a total lack of procedural automation.

6 Ullman, M. T. (2001). The neural basis of lexicon and grammar in L1 and L2. Bilingualism:
Language and Cognition.

7 Morgan-Short, K., et al. (2012). Language exposure and brain-wave patterns in adult L2
learners. PLOS ONE.

8 Netten, J., & Germain, C. (2012). 4 New Paradigm for the Learning of a Foreign Language:
The NLA. Neuropsycholinguistics.
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The methodology concludes with a synthesis of how neural bottlenecks (like myelination
and synaptic density) manifest as classroom struggles.” This framework allows for the proposal
of Brain-Based Learning interventions, such as "spaced repetition" and "low-anxiety
immersion," which are designed to bypass the limbic system and stimulate the dopaminergic
reward pathways, thereby enhancing neuroplasticity in the adult brain.

RESULTS

The findings of this study provide a quantitative and qualitative mapping of the
neurolinguistic barriers encountered by adult foreign language learners. The data was
categorized into three primary domains: cognitive processing efficiency, inhibitory control
mechanisms, and the impact of the affective filter on neural retrieval. The assessment of working
memory capacity (WMC) revealed a strong inverse correlation between cognitive load and
grammatical accuracy. Participants in the "Beginning" group demonstrated a 45% decrease in
syntactic precision when tasked with real-time speech production compared to controlled written
assessments. Neurobiologically, this suggests that the phonological loop becomes a bottleneck;
when the brain's energy is consumed by decoding unfamiliar phonemes, the prefrontal cortex
lacks the remaining resources to manage complex sentence structures. '°This confirms the
Declarative/Procedural Model, as learners were forced to rely on slow, conscious declarative
memory retrieval rather than the automated procedural systems characteristic of native fluency!!.
A critical result emerged from the "Stroop-like" linguistic tasks designed to measure inhibitory
control. The data showed that learners with lower L2 proficiency took approximately 350
milliseconds longer to respond to prompts when the target language conflicted with their native
L1 patterns. This "interference lag" is indicative of the metabolic cost associated with the
Anterior Cingulate Cortex (ACC) and its role in suppressing the dominant native language.
Interestingly, intermediate learners who showed higher activation in the executive control
networks also demonstrated fewer "code-switching" errors, suggesting that linguistic proficiency
is as much a measure of neural suppression as it is of vocabulary knowledge. The correlation
between Self-Report Anxiety Scales and linguistic performance provided evidence for the
"limbic hijack" theory. Under high-stress conditions (timed oral exams), participants exhibited a
30% increase in retrieval errors for vocabulary that they had previously mastered in low-stress
environments. These findings indicate that the amygdala’s response to foreign language anxiety
effectively blocks the neural pathways leading to the prefrontal cortex, the area responsible for
speech production. Conversely, participants who reported high levels of internal motivation and
lower anxiety displayed more efficient activation of the dopaminergic reward system, which
appeared to facilitate smoother synaptic transitions and higher retention rates. Longitudinal
observation of the participants revealed evidence of neurolinguistic fossilization. Errors that
were reinforced during the early stages of learning became "hard-wired" into the participants'
neural architecture. Even after intensive correction, 60% of the beginning group reverted to these
fossilized errors during spontaneous speech. This suggests that once a synaptic pathway for a
specific linguistic form is solidified, "unlearning" it requires significantly more neural effort than
the initial acquisition, supporting the need for early and accurate procedural practice.'? In
conclusion, the results demonstrate that foreign language acquisition is limited by a fixed
"cognitive ceiling." The transition from declarative to procedural memory is hindered by limited
working memory, the metabolic exhaustion of inhibitory control, and the obstructive nature of

? Paradis, M. (2004). A Neurolinguistic Theory of Bilingualism. John Benjamins.
10 Baddeley, A. (2003). Working memory and language: An overview.
"' Ullman, M. T. (2001). The neural basis of lexicon and grammar.
12° Skehan, P. (1998). 4 Cognitive Approach to Language Learning.
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the affective filter. These findings provide a empirical basis for the Neurolinguistic Approach
(NLA), emphasizing that successful learning requires a pedagogical shift that minimizes
cognitive overload and emotional stress.

Discussion

The results of this study confirm that the acquisition of a foreign language is a high-stakes
negotiation between established neural networks and new linguistic input. The data indicates that
the primary hurdles—cognitive load, inhibitory control, and emotional interference—are not
merely abstract concepts but are rooted in the physical architecture of the brain. The observed
45% decrease in syntactic precision during real-time speech production highlights the fragile
nature of the phonological loop. When a learner attempts to produce a complex sentence, such as
a German subordinate clause with verb-final placement, the brain’s working memory is often
exhausted by the search for the correct verb form. As a result, the learner may use a simplified
"SVO" structure from their native language. This reliance on the declarative memory system
(knowing the rule) versus the procedural system (applying it automatically) creates a
"bottleneck" where fluency is sacrificed for accuracy!’. Our findings regarding the 350ms
response lag provide empirical support for the inhibitory control model. For example, a Spanish
speaker learning English must actively suppress the word "biblioteca” to retrieve "library.” This
suppression is not passive; it requires intense activation of the Anterior Cingulate Cortex (ACC).
The results suggest that "language fatigue" experienced after a 60-minute immersion session is a
literal metabolic exhaustion of these executive control centers. '“This explains why even
advanced learners revert to their L1 (native language) when tired or distracted—the brain simply
lacks the energy to continue the suppression. The 30% increase in retrieval errors under stress
illustrates the "limbic hijack." A concrete example is the "classroom paralysis" where a student
can perfectly conjugate a verb on a written test but fails to do so when called upon by a teacher.
Under these conditions, the amygdala overrides the prefrontal cortex, prioritizing survival
mechanisms over linguistic processing. This suggests that the Neurolinguistic Approach (NLA)
must prioritize a "low-filter" environment to allow the dopaminergic reward system to facilitate
synaptic growth . The high rate of error reversion (60%) among beginners suggests that
fossilization is a form of "neural scarring." Once a synaptic pathway for an incorrect form (e.g.,
"He go" instead of "He goes") is reinforced through repeated use, it becomes the path of least
resistance. This reinforces the need for "corrective input" to occur during the implicit phase of
learning before these pathways are myelinated and become permanent. !¢

Conclusion

13 Abutalebi J., Green D.W. Bilingual language production: The neurocognition of language
representation and control // Journal of Neurolinguistics. — 2007. — Vol. 20. — No. 3. — Pp. 242-
275.

4 Ullman M.T. The neural basis of lexicon and grammar in first and second language: The
declarative/procedural model // Bilingualism: Language and Cognition. — 2001. — Vol. 4. — No. 1.
— Pp. 105-122.
15 Paradis M. A Neurolinguistic Theory of Bilingualism. — Amsterdam: John Benjamins
Publishing, 2004. — 299 p.
16 Baddeley A. Working memory and language: An overview // Journal of Communication
Disorders. — 2003. — Vol. 36. — No. 3. — Pp. 189-208.
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The neurobiological investigation into foreign language acquisition (FLA) confirms that
linguistic proficiency is governed by the structural and functional limitations of the human brain.
This study has demonstrated that the transition from a novice learner to a fluent speaker is not
merely a pedagogical journey but a complex process of neural reorganization. The primary
conclusion is that cognitive constraints, specifically working memory limitations and the
metabolic cost of inhibitory control, act as the definitive "bottlenecks" in speech processing.!”

Our findings indicate that the adult brain's reliance on declarative memory systems creates a
physiological ceiling that prevents the rapid automation of non-native syntax . As evidenced in
the discussion, the continuous competition between the native language (L1) and the target
language (L2) requires an immense expenditure of neural energy from the Anterior Cingulate
Cortex. This explains why cognitive fatigue and linguistic "fossilization" are common among
adult learners, as the brain naturally seeks the path of least resistance by reverting to established
L1 synaptic pathways.

Furthermore, the impact of the affective filter cannot be overstated. The research confirms
that emotional stressors trigger the limbic system, which effectively hijacks the prefrontal cortex
and paralyzes language production. Therefore, successful language acquisition is as much about
managing the limbic-prefrontal dialogue as it is about mastering grammar.

In final analysis, this research advocates for a shift toward the Neurolinguistic Approach
(NLA), which prioritizes implicit, oral-intensive practice to stimulate procedural memory. By
aligning instructional methods with the brain’s natural processing capabilities—rather than
fighting against its biological constraints—educators can significantly enhance the efficiency of
language learning. Future research should continue to explore how neurofeedback and digital
immersion tools can artificially enhance neuroplasticity, potentially offering new pathways to
bridge the gap between child and adult learners.
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